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national dividend and, even more important, from what
source it shall be derived, he remains a sentimentalist beating
the air or an underground purveyor of softie pernicious
scheme to pay Paul by robbing Peter. Where is the money
to come from ? That is the question. And it is a question
Shaw has never answered.
But others have. It is interesting to wonder what would
have been the outcome had Shaw lived a generation or two
later and his interest in economics been set alight by
C. H. Douglas instead of by Henry George. Would he
have swallowed Social Credit as voraciously as in fact he
swallowed Socialism? It is not unlikely: about both doc-
trines there is a missionary flavour well calculated to win a
born meliorist like Shaw. Be that as it may, if Shaw had
not been too old to learn by the time the full implications
of the Power Age became apparent to Douglas, he could
have learnt from the latter where the money could come
from. It could, and can, come from where the wealth it
would represent now is, ready and waiting: namely, the
common stockpot. For the national dividend is nothing
else than the nation's unearned increment of association divided
up; at present lying unrecognized and unsung. Once
recognized for what it is, it will be found to be as real as
a round of beef, and the only steps remaining to be taken
will be, first, to assess the increment, and second, to monetize
it. Difficult? Yes: but for a nation hardened to form-
filling, not too difficult. Where there 's a will there 's a
way. Then, duly assessed and monetized, it can be
distributed as a national dividend, equally and therefore
ethically, with justice to all and malice towards none.
Naturally, the national dividend would carry conditions.
For instance, if it was apparent that the maximum number
of children which the average married couple could bring
up decently was three, then, instead of interfering with the
sacred intimacy of English family life by passing a law
forbidding mothers to bear more than three children, the
State would simply say: 'You can have as many children
as you like, but the national dividend will be payable only
to three/ Or if there was work to be done and a man
refused to do it, God forbid that in a free country he should